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But your pleadings on this occasion have given rise to an im-
pression that if the Princes did not agree, as they did not and do
not agree, you would accept a constitution in which provisions of
the kind that you suggested did not find a place. If this im-
pression is well founded, we cannot help saying, and saying it
straight out, that you have done a grave wrong to the States5 peo-
ple. If you think that nomination by the Princes, for instance,
must be acquiesced in, if necessary, in the existing circumstances,
we will only beg you to refer the matter to the States? people them-
selves, in order to ascertain what their wishes are in this respect.
The right of self-determination of the Indian States^ people is no
less sacred than that of British Indians.

^But it has been explained to us that in expressing your views
in favour of the election of the State s9 representatives and the pro-
tection of the fundamental rights of the States' people in the way
you did, you wished it to be understood by the rulers of the
States that if they did not agree to do what you urged upon them,
you would not admit them into the Federation. You meant these to
be essential conditions of Federation, but you did not express your-
self in this categorical manner only because, at the time you spoke,
Federation was still shrouded in uncertainty. If this be your mean-
ing, we would entreat you to make it clear beyond the possibility
of doubt, for we know that the rulers of the States are putting a
different interpretation upon what you said. They are represent-
ing that you are ready to put up with nomination, by the Princes,
for instance, for an indefinite length of time. It is necessary that
your meaning should be made plain, for the Swarajist Conference at
Ranch! made it Imown that their party (which is now only a wing
of the Congress) would follow the lines of your speeches at the
R. T. C. in framing the future constitution. Since, in the final
determination of the Congress policy on these points, your per-
sonal, view plays such a decisive part, we are anxious to know
whether election of the States? people and a Declaration of Rights
in their interest are, in your opinion, merely desirable features
of a Federation or essential conditions thereof. There are various
other matters connected with the federal constitution which
require careful consideration on the part of the Congress, but
we do not wish to trouble you with. them at the present moment.
We would only beg you to give us an unequivocal statement of
your views on the points raised in this letter."

'Replying to the above on ]uly 2, 19343 Gandhiji mote:

The unusual demand upon my time is the excuse
for delay in replying to your letter of zznd June last.

Instead of dealing directly with the points raised by
you, I propose to define ray own policy regarding the